
FollowUp On Quote Submitted By Pacatus - "It is not
a sign of good health to be well adjusted to a sick
society."
Post by “Cassius” of July 19, 2026 at 5:45 PM

Quote from Bryan

I would be surprised to see a clear statement that any type of pleasure is “non-
sensory”

There's a significant amount of variation involved and not everyone states this explicitly, but we
can start with the effect that the contextless assertion that the goal is 'absence of pain' does
not imply that what is left is any kind of sensation at all. That's why Cicero was charging
Epicurus with being inconsistent, because "absence of...." does not in any respect require or
imply the presence of any feeling of pleasure of any kind. To a fair and neutral observer,
"absence of pain" implies feeling nothing unless you combine it with the knowledge that there
are only two feelings, pleasure and pain. But explaining that there are only two feelings and
absence of one implies the presence of the other is conspicuously absent from most
presentations of this issue, because that leaves those who advocate absence of pain as higher
than pleasure right back in the same spot of defending the word they don't like - pleasure.

So any position which leaves "absence of pain" undefined is implicitly calling absence of pain
non-sensory. Here are some examples of how that plays out:
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This issue is developed much more extensively by Gosling & Taylor in their chapter on
Katatestematic and Kinetic pleasure. Many of the academic writers - including Emily Austin and
Kelly Aronsen - refer back to this for their analysis. If you feel the pleasure then it is kinetic.
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Gosling and Taylor of course agree with your comment, Bryan, that it would be impossible to
conceive of Epicurus holding "that any type of pleasure is “non-sensory” – because that means
the pleasure is not experienced at all – which is simply not possible." That is exactly why I am
pushing this issue so hard, because this implication cannot be allowed to stand unchallenged.

So this issue is exactly the problem that comes from holding that katastematic pleasures are
not sensory pleasure at all. The whole chapter which G&T devote to the issue goes through
exactly this problem.
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